7/16/71 


ph (jus), , ^ 

. . , 1+r i* w enclosures, of which I've road the le,,cr 

s u s ”S st-sr^srs Sc io - toPt - «*» - - 

I would otherwise have ignored. 

Re DJ 10/1/71, "Five-Year Review", I do not ^^^^^ 0 ^ s^^Stion 
refer to Ferric, as CD75, etc, very “prestos to^ done before rejection, but 

my request and Mitchell's my appeal. A t n clear v 

question is proof. 

PU respond * other thinss *>« I've »re tine. ^ * catch up on acc-nlution, 

some things overdue. _ . 

I do not now have I-? coverage, but I a*get t^' 

it would seem there really is no case vs » todled in a way to make convictions 

very loot ninutc, and tho nnolo tone to in tom. other ohjectivcc. 

unllhelj If not impossible - of official copies aff's. 

So, thanks, but mates no copies. I also largely na 


1*11 try and get 7/5 Wat. Observer other means. Thanks for ref. 

ii 


“,b„d : , in H.O. I can set to do anytbins. If I M CF"=ific citation, I could 
ask Kardeile. 

Bo: Brand/ Sanders • after six weeks, and a ^ 

has not yet come so i can't copy Sandors^ . Bran | ^d says "As far as 1 know, no one 
it out and it says nothing, really. «e di . contacted..." But, fee also says, 

from this office has talked vo *. ‘ a man he later said was LEE HARVEY 

"Mr. HRAHD told a confidential source an^al insurance about a week or so before 

OSWALD had asked him about you ask Mary, whose husband, according to 

the assassination of President X&OttOT . source in Dallas" could be. If 

Bui, is quite ill. I don’t know wno else his oenf enclose with your next 

you still want a copy, please make a note on a .Up oi pap 
and I'll supply if SM ever delivers. 

Finally, today, «lth no enclosed “d^so^y™ copfSf L, 

cony of Homs' speech. How secret can you be!.?. L-eepin,. a 

file when -S- get paper. 


Hastily , 



